and of course its corollary, not hav-
g enough authonty vested in sub-
ordinates, are all indicated in the tal-
ures at Pearl Harbor. The reader will
even find a hint of the dangers as-
sociated with political correctness in

"l otters

the ntelligence community at not
spying on the Japanese because we
were not yet at war and did not want
to offend them. The book. a fascinat-
ing foray into the workings of the
War Department in 1941 and the

Army Pearl Harbor Investigation
Board, gives an interesting picture of
how and why the United States was

caught so completely by surprise.
LTC David (x Rathgeber, USMC,
Retired, Fallbrook, California

Integrating Women into

the Combat Force

Hillel Adler. Graduate Student,
Security Studies Program, Tel Aviv
University, Israel- | read with great
interest the articles in the November-
December 2002 issue of Military
Review about integrating women imto
combat units. | believe all three ar-
ticles contain some misconceptions
and mismformation regarding the in-
tegration of women into the Israeli
Defense Forces (IDF).

The authors of the articles articu-
late contradicting views as to the
feasibility of integrating females into
the IDF. On page 55, Major M,
Nicholas Coppola. Major Kevin i
Lakrance, and Henry J. Corretta state
that the IDF “began allowing females
in its infantry and tank units in July
2001.” They even say this was done
“without studying the potential im-
pact on longer-lasting unit cohe-
sion.” On page 63. 1. Michael Brower
claims that the IDF has opened “all
positions to women based on their
individual willingness and ability to
perform.” On page 72, Captain Adam
N. Wojack contradicts the previous
authors by stating that “lsraeh
women have not served in combat
roles since Isracl’s War of Indepen-
dence in 1948, ., . Today . . ., [t]hey
are restricted to clerical and non-
combat medical fields.™

I'he truth 1s, as usual, somewhere
in the middle. In the last few years,
especially since the Israeli Supreme
Court’s verdict regarding the case of
4 woman attempting to enter Air
Force flight school in 1993, Israeli
women have enjoyed unparalleled
access o military jobs previously
excluded to them. They can serve in
border police units: on Navy ships
and as fighter pilots: in various com-
bat support functions, including
technical and logistic functions; and
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in combat fronts such as the West
Bank and the Gaza strip.! In fact, in
2002 it was reported that 60 percent
of all female recruits would serve in
military positions previously ex-
cluded to them.”

Integration into ground combat
units has taken a slightly different
path. Women in the IDF have begun
to be incorporated in small numbers
into field artillery batteries and anti-
aircraft units. Feedback from these
experiences is partial and still catego-
rized as being in the test phase.” The
greatest inclusion of women in
ground combat units has occurred in
an expenimental mixed-gender combat
unit pulling guard and surveillance
duties on the country’s southern
and eastern borders. By all accounts,
the unit has been operating success-
fully, but it is still categorized as an
experimental unit.*

The armored corps conducted an
internal review in 2001 which con-
cluded that women were unable to
physically keep up with men.* In ad-
dition, because of concems by ortho-
dox soldiers as to the adverse effects
female inclusion would have on
ground combat units, a committee
was set up in 2002 which recom-
mended that women not serve in in-
fantry and armored corps and placed
various restrictions on the segrega-
tion of the sexes in the field."

The increased integration of wo-
men into the IDF has not been with-
out its share of difficulties. Various
adverse effects range from an in-
crease in reports of sexual harass-

ment; injuries caused by a lack of

adequate physical fitness: a drop in
motivation by women to sign on af-
ter their mandatory service; and a
lack of interest in volunteering for
combat units.’

Female service in the IDF has long
attracted attention because of its

gender-neutral mandatory draft policy
(excluding some orthodox women
who choose national service on reli-
gious grounds). Stll, integrating
women into the IDF is not as far
along as some think and not as pro-
hibited as others contend.
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Women and Tailhook

LTC Robert P. Kingsbury, USAR,
Retired, Laconia, New Hampshire
The Tailhook incident proved that
women cannot handle combat.’
Those women Navy officers report-
edly could not rebuff a handful of
drunken Navy flyboys. If those
women could not simply point a fin-
ger at those men and say, “Look,
Buster, you're not going to get away
with that,” and if necessary back that
statement up with an ¢lbow through
the men’s front teeth, then there is
no chance that women (in general)
can handle combat. Unlike what most
writers say, combat is not about be-
ing shot at. Combat is carrving the
close fight to the enemy and winning
it. Not only can women not do that,
very few men can do that,

Korean war draft figures show that
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two-thirds of the Nation's young men
were unfit for military service. [If
those figures were equated to the
young men of today,] of the 33 per-
cent who are fit, only about 10 per-
cent [will] get into the infantry—
about 3 percent of the Nation’s
young men. Of that 3 percent, fully
half [will get] shot up or shot down
in their first firefight. That leaves
about 1 percent of the Nation's
young men (men in the 99th percen-
tile) who have the capability to carry
the fight to the enemy and win.

*Tailhook was a meeting of Navy avi-
ators in 1991. Some of the men report-
edly made indecent advances to women
Navy officers staying at the same hotel.
Ultimately, the careers of 14 admirals
and almost 300 Navy aviators were
scuttled or damaged by Tailhook. For
more information, see on-line at <www:
pbs.org/wgbh/pages/frontline/shows/
navy/tailhook/>.

No Place in the
Fighting Force

COL Cecil B. Currey, USAR, Re-
tired, Lutz, Flordia—Drop my name
from your list of subscribers. The ma-
terial between pages 54-74 [Military
Review, November-December 2002]
was just too much for me to take. My
favorite magazine has gone politically
correct. Women have no place in the
fighting forces. They are too weak,
unable (and unwilling) to pull their
own weight, need special protections
and separate facilities, and generally
hamstring the ability of men to carry
on a firefight. Don't believe me? Then,
read [Robert J. Bunker’s article, “Mar-
tin van Creveld on Men, Women & War;
on pages 102-104 in the same issue].

Editor 5 note: Recent events show that
some yvoung women are just as capable
as some young men in protecting them-

selves and in “carrving the close fight to
the enemy. " Military Review salutes all
U.S. Servicewomen for their bravery, de-
dication, and willingness to fight. We es-
pecially salute Private First Class (PFC)
Jessica Lynch, U.S. Army; PFC Shoshana
Johnson, U.S. Army,; and A-10 Thunder-
bolt (“Warthog") pilot Captain Kim
Campbell, U.S. Air Force, for their ex-
ceptional bravery under fire, and to PFC
Lori Ann Piestewa, 507th Maintenance
Company, U.S. Army, who lost her life.
These soldiers are only a few of the
women participating in Operation Con-
quest Iraqi Freedom. “Thumper,” a fe-
male fighter pilot recently said, “This is
a great and rewarding career. There are
opportunities open 1o women that they
Jjust haven t had in the past. And, I would
tell [women considering joining the
military], if they have a dream, to go for
it” [on-line at <www.cnn.com/2003/
WORLD /meast/04/09/sprj.irq. thumper/
index.himl>, 10 April 2003.
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